the munich agreement, october 5, 1938
All these forces, added to the other deterrents which combina-
tions of Powers, great and small, ready to stand firm upon the front
of law and for the ordered remedy of grievances, would have formed,
might well have been effective. Between submission and immediate
war there was this third alternative, which gave a hope not only
of peace but of justice. It is quite true that such a policy in order
to succeed demanded that Britain should declare straight out and
a long time beforehand that she would, with others, join to defend
Czechoslovakia against an unprovoked aggression. His Majesty's
Government refused to give that guarantee when it would have
saved the situation, yet in the end they gave it when it was too late,
and now, for the future, they renew it when they have not the
slightest power to make it good.
All is over. Silent, mournful, abandoned, broken, Czecho-
slovakia recedes into the darkness. She has suffered in every
respect by her association with the Western democracies and with
the League of Nations, of which she has always been an obedient
servant. She has suffered in particular from her association with
France, under whose guidance and policy she has been actuated
for so long. The very measures taken by His Majesty's Govern-
ment in the Anglo-French Agreement to give her the best chance
possible, namely, the 50 per cent, clean cut in certain districts
instead of a plebiscite, have turned to her detriment, because
there is to be a plebiscite too in wide areas, and those other Powers
who had claims have also come down upon the helpless victim.
Those municipal elections upon whose voting the basis is taken
for the 50 per cent, cut were held on issues which had nothing to
do with joining Germany. When. I saw Herr Henlein over here
he assured me that was not the desire of his people. Positive
statements were made that it was only a question of home rule,
of having a position of their own in the Chechoslovakian State.
No one has a right to say that the plebiscite which is to be taken
in areas under Saar conditions, and the clean-cut of the 50 per cent,
areas—that those two operations together amount in the slightest
degree to a verdict of self-determination. It is a fraud and a farce
to invoke that name.
We in this country, as in other Liberal and democratic countries,,
have a perfect right to exalt the principle of self-determination,
but it comes ill out of the mouths of those in totalitarian states
who deny even the smallest element of toleration to every section
and creed within their bounds. But, however you put it, this
particular block of land, this mass of human beings to be handed
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